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([HFXWLYH�6XPPDU\

Experts have described the DPRK–U.S. relations as one of two long-time 
foes. The United States divided the Korean Peninsula by its military occupa-
WLRQ��8�6��DJJUHVVLRQ�DLPHG�DW�VWLÁLQJ�WKH�QHZ�ERUQ�'35.�LQ�LWV�FUDGOH�DQG�
sit upon the Korean Peninsula as a whole. For the United States, the Korean 
Peninsula was a showdown site of the Cold War and it enforced a hostile 
SROLF\� WR� LVRODWH�DQG�VWLÁH� WKH�'35.�� ,Q� WKH�PLG�����V�� WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�
introduced nuclear weapons into south Korea and by 1980 more than one 
thousand had been brought inv c, giving south Korea the biggest nuclear 
DUVHQDO�LQ�WKH�)DU�(DVW��7KH�QXFOHDU�FRQÁLFW�FUHDWHG�E\�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�LQ�
WKH�EHJLQQLQJ�RI�WKH�����V�ZDV�D�VKRZGRZQ�ZLWKRXW�ÀUH�LQWHQGHG�WR�PDNH�
WKH�'35.�FROODSVH�E\�LVRODWLQJ�DQG�VWLÁLQJ�LW�
 The hostile policy of the Bush administration forced the DPRK to 
acquire its nuclear deterrence. This policy continues unchanged; the “strate-
gic patience” policy of the Obama administration resulted in that the DPRK 
had to strengthen its nuclear deterrent power both in quality and quantity, 
ZKLFK�ZRUVHQHG�WHQVLRQV�DQG�FRQÁLFW�RQ�DQG�DURXQG�WKH�.RUHDQ�3HQLQVXOD��
All the tragedies and miseries that the Korean people have had to endure 
VWHP� IURP� WKH� KRVWLOH� SROLFLHV� RI� WKH� 8QLWHG� 6WDWHV�� 7R� EXLOG� FRQÀGHQFH�
between the DPRK and the United States is to create a shortcut for eliminat-
ing their hostile relations. First, a precondition for peaceful resolution of the 
.RUHDQ�QXFOHDU�LVVXH�LV�WR�EXLOG�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR�FRXQWULHV��6HF-
RQG��FRQÀGHQFH�EXLOGLQJ�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR�FRXQWULHV�LV�RI�SULPH�LPSRUWDQFH�
for ensuring peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula and the region.
 The hostile relations between the DPRK and the United States have 
lasted for more than half a century. The two-decade history of DPRK-U.S. 
WDONV�FOHDUO\�VKRZV�WKDW�FRQÀGHQFH�EXLOGLQJ�LV�D�MRE�HDVLHU�VDLG�WKDQ�GRQH��
Both sides should adhere to the principle of “mutual respect and equality.” 
Furthermore, the principle of “simultaneous action” should be observed in 
WKH� HͿRUW� WR�EXLOG� FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ� WKH�'35.�DQG� WKH�8�6��7R�SXW� DQ�
end to the state of war on the basis of these principles and to establish a 
lasting peace regime on the Korean Peninsula is the only way to accelerate 
WKH�EXLOGLQJ�RI�LUUHYHUVLEOH�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�'35.�DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�
States.





,QWURGXFWLRQ

The Korean nation is a homogeneous nation with a brilliant culture that has 
a history dating back more than 5000 years. This beautiful country has long 
EHHQ�VXͿHULQJ�IURP�D�SDLQIXO�GLYLVLRQ��7KH�QDWLRQDO�GLYLVLRQ�ZDV�IRUFHG�RQ�
the Korean people by outside forces. It created unbearable hardships and 
disasters for our nation and continues to produce hostile confrontation and 
periodically escalated tensions.
 At the bottom of this tragedy lie the hostile relations between the DPRK 
and the United States. These hostile relations have lasted for more than 
half a century. They are the root cause that have not only hampered the 
LPSURYHPHQW�RI�LQWHU�.RUHDQ�UHODWLRQV�DQG�KLQGHUHG�QDWLRQDO�UHXQLÀFDWLRQ��
but also jeopardized the peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula and in 
the region, and subsequently spawned the nuclear issue on the Peninsula.
� 7KH�PRGHUQ�KLVWRU\�RI�.RUHD�LV�D�KLVWRU\�RI�GLVWUXVW�DQG�FRQÁLFW�EHWZHHQ�
WKH�'35.� DQG� WKH�8QLWHG� 6WDWHV�� 2QO\� FRQÀGHQFH� EXLOGLQJ� EHWZHHQ� WKH�
DPRK and the U.S. can be the shortcut to ensure lasting peace and stability 
on the Korean Peninsula, solving all entrenched issues and puting an end to 
the country’s division.



7KH�+LVWRU\�RI�'35.²8�6��5HODWLRQV�,V�D�+LVWRU\�RI�
&RQIURQWDWLRQ�DQG�'LVWUXVW

Some experts have described DPRK–U.S. relations as those of two long-time 
foes. The United States has been responsible for aggression in Korea since 
the 18th century. It has committed the crime of making the Japanese invade 
Korea at the end of 19th and beginning of the 20th centuries.
 This paper deals with the DPRK–U.S. hostile relations after World War 
II. The United States was the mastermind when the Korean Peninsula was 
divided by military occupation. 
 In August 1945, Japan accepted the Potsdam Declaration. It subse-
TXHQWO\� QRWLÀHG� WKH�$OOLHG�3RZHUV� DERXW� LWV� DJUHHPHQW� RI� WKH� VXUUHQGHU��
8SRQ�WKLV�QRWLÀFDWLRQ��WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�VDZ�WKDW�LW�ZDV�LPSRVVLEOH�WR�UHDO-
ize its ambition to dominate the Korean Peninsula through declaring war 
against Japan. Thus, it devised a strategy for obtaining “the real solution,” 
aimed at occupying half of the Peninsula.
 In accordance with President Harry S. Truman’s scenario, a draft was 
made to divide the occupied areas that were left by the surrendering Japa-
nese army between the United States and the Soviet Union. The U.S. Depart-
ment of the Army named the draft “General Order No. 1” and submitted it 
to Truman, who gave the order to notify the Allied Powers.
 The June 1990 issue of the south Korean magazine Shin-Dong-A dis-
closed that if the division on the 38th Parallel and stationing of U.S. army 
would be just for Japanese disarmament, it could be easier and faster for the 
Soviet army, which was already down in the 37th Parallel, to go up to Pusan 
WKDQ�EULQJLQJ�LQ�WKH�8�6��DUP\��ZKLFK�ZDV�����PLOHV�DZD\��6R��WKH�GHÀQLWLRQ�
of the 38th Parallel as a divide was a political and strategic decision aimed 
at containing the Soviet army from taking the Korean Peninsula as a whole.
 Later, Truman revealed in his Memoirs (1955–56) that making the 38th 
parallel a division line had not been up for international discussion. This 
proves that the 38th Parallel was wholly created by United States.
 On September 2, 1945, the U.S. government ordered General Doug-
las MacArthur to proclaim that the U.S. army would occupy the Korean 
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Peninsula south of the 38th parallel. He made such a statement on the U.S. 
battleship USS Missouri when it arrived at Yokohama.
 The creation of the 38th Parallel and the occupation of south Korea by 
the United States were illegal and without any validity in the light of inter-
national law.
 At the Cairo Conference (1943), President Franklin Roosevelt of the 
United States, Prime Minister Winston Churchill of the United Kingdom, 
and Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek of the Republic of China recognized 
“the enslavement of the people of Korea” and declared that they were 
“determined that in due course Korea shall become free and independent.”1 
7KLV�SRVLWLRQ�ZDV�UHFRQÀUPHG�LQ�WKH�3RWVGDP�'HFODUDWLRQ��������ZKHQ�WKH�
Allied Powers held their last negotiations. It should be noted that there was 
no single article in those declarations stipulating either “the dividing line 
for disarmament of Japanese army between the U.S. and the Soviet Union” 
or the division of Korea.
 The United States could not legalize its occupation of south Korea even 
by the General Order No. 1 issued by the Allied Forces Command, which 
was produced alone and recieved the approval of the Soviet Union just 
before the Japanese defeat.
� 7KH�*HQHUDO�2UGHU�1R����VSHFLÀHG�WKDW�WKH�VWDWLRQLQJ�RI�8�6��DQG�6RYLHW�
armies on the Korean Peninsula was only for the purpose of disarming the 
Japanese army. Consequently, this order lost its validity as soon as the dis-
DUPDPHQW�RI�WKH�-DSDQHVH�WURRSV�ZDV�ÀQLVKHG��6XEVHTXHQWO\��WKHUH�ZDV�QR�
excuse for stationing foreign armies on the Korean Peninsula.
 After making the bloodless occupation of the southern part of Korea, the 
8QLWHG�6WDWHV�UHDOL]HG�WKDW�WKH�UHXQLÀHG�DQG�LQGHSHQGHQW�'HPRFUDWLF�.RUHD�
could become a serious threat to U.S. strategic interests in the Far East, and 
fabricated a “government” in south Korea, using the UN as a tool. The real 
intention of the U.S. was to occupy the Korean Peninsula as a whole. 
 In September 1947, the United States declared that the Korean issue 
would be submitted to the UN General Assembly, thus discarding the U.S.–
Soviet Union Joint Commission.
 In the Second Session of the UN General Assembly held on November 
14, 1947, when Korea had no representation, a resolution creating the United 

1  “Cairo Declaration,” Encyclopædia Britannica Online, http://www.britannica.com/
EBchecked/topic/88555/Cairo-Declaration (accessed May 24, 2012).
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Nations Temporary Commission (UNTCOK) was adopted with U.S. pres-
sure. It was going to supervise the forthcoming “election” in south Korea. 
On February 19, 1948, the so-called “Little Assembly of the United Nations” 
was convened and fabricated a “resolution” on conducting a “separate elec-
tion” in south Korea. Against the desire of the Korean people, the United 
States forced the “May 10th separate election” to set up a pro-U.S. govern-
ment in south Korea and put pressure on the UN General Assembly to pass 
a “resolution” that recognized the “south Korean Government” as “the only 
OHJDO�JRYHUQPHQW�RI�.RUHD�µ�7KLV�´UHVROXWLRQµ�VHUYHG�DV�DQ�HͿHFWLYH�´DUJX-
ment” for the United States to internationalize the Korean War. The Korean 
division was a logical premise of the U.S. war of aggression against Korea 
carried out under the cloak of UN. It was a prelude for the outbreak of war.
 On June 25, 1950, the United States instigated the army in south Korea 
to perpetrate a full-scale military invasion into the northern part of Korea. 
For the Korean people, the war that lasted three years was a just struggle 
for safeguarding the independence and freedom of their country, frustrating 
WKH�8�6��DJJUHVVLRQ�DLPHG�DW�VWLÁLQJ�WKH�QHZ�ERUQ�'35.�LQ�LWV�FUDGOH�DQG�
occuppying the Korean Peninsula as a whole. The United States regarded 
the Korean Peninsula as a showdown site of the Cold War and enforced a 
KRVWLOH�SROLF\�WR�LVRODWH�DQG�VWLÁH�WKH�'35.�
 After the Korean War, the United States intentionally halted the pro-
cess of replacing the Armistice Agreement with a peace treaty. In accordance 
with the Armistice Agreement, a higher-level political conference was to be 
held within three months to negotiate the ways for peaceful settlement of 
the Korean issues, including the withdrawal of all foreign forces from the 
Korean Peninsula.2

 Therefore, the preparatory meeting for convening a political confer-
ence between the DPRK and the United States was held from October 26 to 
December 12, 1953. Unfortunately, the conference failed to advance because 

2  According to Paragraph 60 of the Armistice Agreement: “In order to insure the 
peaceful settlement of the Korean question, the military Commanders of both sides 
hereby recommend to the governments of the countries concerned on both sides that, 
ZLWKLQ�WKUHH�����PRQWKV�DIWHU�WKH�$UPLVWLFH�$JUHHPHQW�LV�VLJQHG�DQG�EHFRPHV�HͿHFWLYH��D�
political conference of a higher level of both sides be held by representatives appointed 
respectively to settle through negotiation the questions of the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces from Korea, the peaceful settlement of the Korean question, etc.” See “Text of 
WKH�.RUHDQ�:DU�$UPLVWLFH�$JUHHPHQW�µ�)LQGODZ��KWWS���QHZV�ÀQGODZ�FRP�ZS�GRFV�
korea/kwarmagr072753.html (accessed May 24, 2012).
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the U.S. deliberately introduced obstacles during negotiations. It was there-
fore impossible to settle the Korean issues peacefully, including the issue of 
replacing the Armistice Agreement with a peace treaty.
 Subsequently, the Geneva Conference was held, aimed at reaching a 
peaceful settlement of the Korean question. Again the United States inten-
tionally sabotaged the conference by obstinately insisting on nonsensical 
issues such as that the U.S. army could not withdraw from south Korea, 
that the Chinese army should withdraw from north Korea, that a general 
election should be held in north Korea since there was a “legal government“ 
in south Korea, etc.
 Therefore, the process of change from the Armistice Agreement to the 
SHDFH�WUHDW\�PLVFDUULHG�DW�WKH�LQLWLDO�VWDJH��$QG�WKH�FHDVHÀUH�KDV�FRQWLQXHG�
for more than half a century on the Korean Peninsula.
 The United States was making constant provocations for starting a new 
war in order to perpetuate its military occupation of south Korea and trans-
form it to the outpost for its strategy of dominating Asia.
 First of all, the United States ignored the arrangement in the Armistice 
Agreement that the foreign forces were going to be withdrawn from the 
Korean Peninsula. The U.S. created “the U.S.–south Korea Mutual Defense 
Treaty“ on October 1, 1953, which it claimed had “legalized” the U.S. army’s 
perpetual occupation of south Korea.
 Furthermore, it overruled the issues of the Armistice Agreement on pro-
hibiting the introduction of military equipments to the Korean Peninsula, 
and introduced all kinds of military technology on a large scale. From the 
mid-1950s, the United States even started to introduce nuclear weapons.3 
By 1980, more than 1,000 nuclear devices were stored in south Korea, which 
made it the biggest nuclear arsenal in the Far East.
 The United States constantly perpetrated military provocations and 
exercises for aggression against the DPRK. On January 23, 1968, the U.S. 
spy ship Pueblo was seized by the Korean People’s Army (KPA) while it was 
involved in espionage activities deep inside DPRK territorial waters. Taking 
this incident as a pretext, the United States deployed three aircraft carriers 

3  See Lee Jae-Bong, “U.S. Deployment of Nuclear Weapons in 1950s: south Korea & 
north Korea's Nuclear Development: Toward the Denuclearization of the Korean Pen-
insula,” 7KH�$VLD�3DFLÀF�-RXUQDO, Vol. 8-3-09, http://japanfocus.org/-Lee-Jae_Bong/3053 
(accessed May 24, 2012).
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DQG�PRUH�WKDQ�������ÀJKWHU�DLUFUDIW�DURXQG�WKH�.RUHDQ�3HQLQVXOD�LQ�RUGHU�WR�
threaten and blackmail the DPRK, driving the situation to the brink of war.
 On April 15, 1968, when a U.S. EC-121 reconnaissance plane intruded 
into the DPRK’s territorial airspace to perpetrate a criminal act of espionage, 
DQG�ZDV�VKRW�GRZQ�E\�D�.3$�ÀJKWHU�DLUFUDIW��WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�ZDV�FU\LQJ�
out for retaliation, distorting the facts as if the plane had been shot down 
during “legal reconnaissance activities” in the “high sea air.”
 The reckless military provocations against the DPRK by the United 
States amounted to over 23,800 in 1974 and more than 28,150 in 1975. Only 
from January to July 1976, the hostile activities carried out by the United 
States in the Panmunjom Joint Security Area amounted to more than 400.
 On August 18, 1976, the Ford administration in a premeditated act pro-
voked the so-called Hatchet Incident in the Panmunjom Joint Security Area, 
and aggravated the situation on the Korean Peninsula by reinforcing its mil-
itary equipment on a large scale.
 The United States continued to escalate the threat of nuclear war against 
the DPRK. A typical example was the Team Spirit Joint Military Exercise, 
which has taken place every year from 1976. At that time, the United States 
mobilized 15,000–19,000 troops for a NATO military exercise, but threw 
in more than 200,000 troops including 60,000–70,000 U.S. troops into this 
joint military exercise. Further, more than 70 battleships and 2,000 military 
aircrafts were mobilized, including three infantry divisions, a marine divi-
sion, detached squadron of aircraft carrier, landing crafts group, strategic 
ERPEHU��ÀJKWHU�ERPEHU��DWWDFN�SODQH�FRUSV��HWF�
 In a nutshell, the U.S. hostile policy against the DPRK during the Cold 
War boiled down to constant threat and blackmail that perpetuated Korea’s 
division. In the post-Cold War period, the United States viciously enforced 
LWV�KRVWLOH�SROLF\�WR�LVRODWH�DQG�VWLÁH�WKH�'35.�
� 7KH�ÀHUFH� VKRZGRZQ�GXULQJ� WKH�&ROG�:DU�EHWZHHQ� WKH� VRFLDOLVW� DQG�
capitalist camps was reduced in the post-Cold War period into a struggle 
EHWZHHQ�WKH�'35.�DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV��7KH�8�6���SXͿHG�XS�E\�WKH�FRO-
lapse of the Soviet Union and the East European Socialist camp, began to 
talk of a “system collapse” in the DPRK.
 The nuclear dispute created by the United States at the beginning of the 
����V�ZDV�D�VKRZGRZQ�ZLWKRXW�ÀUH�DLPHG�DW�EULQJLQJ�DERXW�FROODSVH�RI�WKH�
'35.�E\�LVRODWLQJ�DQG�VWLÁLQJ�LW�
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 The United States invented the problem of the so-called “inconsistencies 
with the initial report on the nuclear material.” It insisted that the DPRK 
had hidden plutonium produced in the 5-MW graphite-moderated reactor 
in Nyongbyon before the nuclear safeguard agreement with IAEA had been 
concluded. It tried to impose “ad hoc inspections”on the DPRK.
 The ad hoc inspection on two military objects of the DPRK was to tram-
ple down the dignity and sovereignty of the DPRK and disarm it. So, it 
could by no means be admitted. Consequently, the DPRK could do nothing 
but leave the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) 
and pushed forward the process of expansion and perfection of the coun-
try’s independent nuclear energy industries.
 Flustered by the self-defensive measures of the DPRK, the United States 
had to participate in discussions with the DPRK. In June 1993, the DPRK 
DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�KHOG�JRYHUQPHQWDO�OHYHO�WDONV�IRU�WKH�ÀUVW�WLPH��DQG�LQ�
October 1994, the historic DPRK–U.S. Agreed Framework was signed.
 According to the Agreed Framework, the United States assured that it 
was going to respect the sovereignty of the DPRK and would provide two 
light water reactors in return for the DPRK freezing and eventually disman-
tling its nuclear facilities in Nyongbyon. The subsequent developments of 
DPRK–U.S. relations, however, demonstrated clearly that the United States 
had no real intention to provide the light water reactors but only tried to 
wait out the DPRK’s “collapse.”
 The George W. Bush administration, which came into power in 2001, cre-
ated a new nuclear crisis by talking about “suspicions” that the DPRK had 
“highly enriched uranium” and enforced an unprecedented hostile policy 
towards the DPRK. The Bush administration, whose ideological stand was 
neo-conservatism aimed at controlling the world by force, tried to tackle 
the Korean Peninsula issue by force instead of through talks and negotia-
tions and escalated its policy of isolation, oppression, threat and blackmail 
against the DPRK.
 They schemed for “the overthrow of the DPRK government” by increas-
ing the military threat and expanding economic sanctions and pressures, 
identifying the DPRK as a part of “the Axis of Evil,” “the outpost of tyr-
anny,” “the object for preemptive nuclear attack,” etc. At the same time, 
it attempted to justify its hostile policy by producing totally groundless 
charges such as that the DPRK was “a sponsor of terrorism,” “proliferating 
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weapons of mass destruction,” and involved in human rights suppression, 
money laundering, counterfeit money, drug smuggling, etc.
 The Bush administration’s eight years of hostile policy forced the DPRK 
to acquire a nuclear deterrence in order to defend itself in light of the aggra-
vated U.S. nuclear threat and hostility. 
 The U.S. hostile policy continues unchanged. The Obama administra-
tion launched its policy of “strategic patience,” which worsened tension 
DQG�FRQÁLFW�RQ�DQG�DURXQG�WKH�.RUHDQ�3HQLQVXOD��&RPELQLQJ�GLDORJXH�DQG�
pressure, the DPRK was going to be brought down to its knees. The U.S.’s 
new policy obliged the DPRK to strengthen its nuclear deterrent capabilities 
both in quality and quantity.
 At last, the United States recognized that its policy of “strategic patience” 
had failed and took the initiative for high level DPRK–U.S. dialogue.   
 The subsequent result of three rounds of high-level conversations 
between DPRK and the United States, held from July 2011 to March 2012, 
was the agreement of February 29. To this end, the United States assured 
that it did not intend to be hostile to the DPRK and would respect its sov-
ereignty. The U.S. committed itself to take measures for normalizing the 
ELODWHUDO�UHODWLRQV��%RWK�FRXQWULHV�KDYH�DJUHHG�WR�WDNH�FRQÀGHQFH�EXLOGLQJ�
measures. Despite this agreement, the United States unfairly took issue with 
WKH�'35.�VFLHQWLÀF�VDWHOOLWH�ODXQFK��PDNLQJ�WKH�IUDXGXOHQW�XVH�RI�81�6HFX-
rity Council to prohibit the DPRK’s legal rights to launch a satellite. Conse-
quently, the DPRK–U.S. agreement of February 29 was a dead letter and far 
from implementation. 
 The DPRK opened the process of pursuing a peaceful satellite launch. 
Despite this, the United States led a “denunciation” campaign, claiming 
that it was a “long-range missile launch.” The true intention of the U.S. 
is not only to stop the DPRK from strengthening its defense capacity, but 
also to obstruct its peaceful development. This proves that the U.S. harbors 
negative feelings towards the socialist system of the Korean people and is 
LQYROYHG�LQ�D�KRVWLOH�SROLF\�WR�LVRODWH�DQG�VWLÁH�WKH�.RUHDQ�V\VWHP��7KH�IDFW�
is that this stance has not shifted over the years.



7KH�1HFHVVLW\�RI�&RQÀGHQFH�%XLOGLQJ�%HWZHHQ�WKH�
'35.�DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV

Today, the situation on the Korean Peninsula – a legacy of the Cold War – 
remains unchanged. Korea is a hot spot, where the risk of war is great. Over 
the past 20 years, the Korean nuclear issue has been in the international 
spotlight. As mentioned above, all the tragedies and miseries that plague 
the Korean people stem from the hostile U.S. policy towards the DPRK. 
There are three important aspects when it comes to these hostile relations. 
Technically, the two countries are at war against each other. The hostile rela-
tions between the DPRK and the United States are the longest of its kind in 
the history of the U.S. These relations evince an asymmetric confrontation 
by which a big nation brings maximum political, military and economic 
SUHVVXUH�WR�EHDU�RQ�D�VPDOO�QDWLRQ��7R�EXLOG�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�'35.�
and the United States is to create a shortcut for the elimination of the hostile 
relations. 
� )LUVW��EXLOGLQJ�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR�FRXQWULHV�LV�D�SUHFRQGLWLRQ�
for a peaceful resolution of the Korean nuclear issue. This issue stems from 
the hostile policy and nuclear threat of the U.S. against the DPRK. It is an 
LVVXH�WKDW�FDQQRW�EH�UHVROYHG�ZLWKRXW�EXLOGLQJ�FRQÀGHQFH�
 The U.S. tries to mislead public opinion, acting as if the hostile rela-
tions stem from the DPRK’s nuclear deterrence. However, to understand the 
HVVHQFH�RI�WKH�.RUHDQ�QXFOHDU�LVVXH�DQG�ÀQG�WKH�ULJKW�DSSURDFK�IRU�WDFNOLQJ�
this issue, it is fundamentally important to have a clear understanding of 
the origin and root cause of why there are nuclear weapons on the Korean 
Peninsula.
 No nation in the world has been exposed to the nuclear threat so directly 
and for so long as the Korean nation. As far as it is concerned, the threat 
posed by nuclear weapons is not an abstract notion but a very serious prac-
WLFDO�SUREOHP�DV�ZHOO�DV�DQ�DODUPLQJ�FRQFUHWH�H[SHULHQFH��.RUHDQV�VXͿHUHG�
from the U.S. nuclear attacks on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The death toll of 
Koreans from these attacks was the second largest, surpassed only by Japa-
nese losses.
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� 6LQFH�.RUHDQV�KDG�DOUHDG\�KDG�D�ÀUVW�KDQG�H[SHULHQFH�RI�WKH�FDODPLWLHV�
caused by atomic bombs, the nuclear blackmail by the United States during 
the Korean War was perceived as a nightmare. On November 30, 1950, U.S. 
President Harry S. Truman made a statement about the use of atomic bombs 
in the war. The next day, an order was issued to the U.S. Strategic Air Com-
mand, requesting bombers on stand-by for an immediate atomic attack in 
the Far East. In December 1950, General Douglas McArthur, who was the 
Commander of the U.S. Forces in the Far East, made a saber-rattling remark, 
saying that a “radioactive corridor will be set up in the northern part of 
Korea covering the area between the east coast and the west coast. No living 
thing will be found in this area for 60 or 120 years.”4

 This nuclear blackmail used against the DPRK resulted in the mass exo-
dus of “atom bomb-driven refugees” from the north to the south. Many 
families found it impossible to move to the south but had their husbands or 
sons take refuge in the south in order to preserve the family line. Millions of 
families were scattered  and now live separated in the north and south.
� ,W�ZDV�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�WKDW�ÀUVW�EURXJKW�QXFOHDU�ZHDSRQV�LQWR�.RUHD��
In the latter half of the 1950s, the rise of anti-nuclear movement in Japan 
became a threat to the existence of the pro-U.S. government.5 In an attempt 
to buttress the Japanese government, the U.S. transferred nuclear weapons 
IURP�-DSDQ�WR�VRXWK�.RUHD��,Q�������WKH�ÀUVW�EDWFK�RI�WDFWLFDO�QXFOHDU�ZHDS-
ons that the U.S. had deployed in Japan was brought into south Korea. It 
PHDQW�WKDW�-DSDQ�ZDV�´GHQXFOHDUL]HGµ�E\�WKH�8�6��DW�WKH�VDFULÀFH�RI�.RUHD��
Since then, the number of nuclear weapons that the U.S. has deployed in 
south Korea has steadily increased. In the mid-1970s, there were more than 
1,000 U.S. nuclear weapons in south Korea.6

 Since the late 1960s, the United States began to stage joint military exer-
cises with south Korea for the purpose of training its forces in the use of 
nuclear weapons for an actual war of aggression against the DPRK. In 1969, 

4 “U.S. Planned to A-Bomb N. Korea in 1950”, see http://b-29s-over-korea.com/
NorthKorea-A-Bomb/US-Planned-To-A-Bomb-N-Korea-In-1950-War_02.html (accessed 
May 24, 2012).
5  U. S. Department of State, “Addendum INR Contribution to NIE 4-65 Likelihood of 
Further Nuclear Proliferation,” November 4, 1965, The National Security Archive, www.
gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/NSAEBB/NSAEBB155/prolif-11b.pdf (accessed May 24, 2012).
6 Chae Il Chul, ”Leftovers of Cold War Should Be Removed,” Rodong shinmun, Feb-
ruary 27, 2012, http://www.rodong.rep.kp/InterEn/index.php?strPageID=SF01_02_01 
&newsID=2012-02-27-0014&chAction=L (accessed May 24, 2012).
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WKH� ÀUVW�8�6�²VRXWK�.RUHD� MRLQW�PLOLWDU\� H[HUFLVH� IRU� QXFOHDU�ZDU�� ODEHOHG�
Operation Focus Retina, was staged. Since then, for more than 40 years, joint 
military exercises for nuclear war have been conducted annually under var-
ious titles such as Freedom Vault, Team Spirit, Key Resolve, Foal Eagle, Ulji 
Freedom Guardian, etc.
 As a result, the postwar generation in north Korea has had to live under 
the threat that the U.S. will use nuclear weapons, deployed in south Korea, 
for actions targeting the DPRK; people in north Korea have had to spend 
their life exposed to the danger of a nuclear war. This has been the grim 
reality of the Korean Peninsula.



7KUHH�3KDVHV�RI�'35.�3ROLF\

7KH�HͿRUWV�RI�WKH�JRYHUQPHQW�RI�WKH�'35.�DLPHG�DW�UHPRYLQJ�WKH�QXFOHDU�
threat posed by the United States have gone through three distinct phases. 
,Q� WKH� ÀUVW� SKDVH�� WKH� '35.� HQGHDYRUHG� WR� HOLPLQDWH� WKH� 8�6�� QXFOHDU�
threat by establishing a nuclear-free zone through peaceful dialogue and 
negotiations.
 In 1959, the government of the DPRK proposed that an atomic weapons 
free peace zone should be established in Asia; in 1981, it proposed the cre-
ation of a nuclear-free zone in Northeast Asia; and in 1986, it proposed the 
denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula.
� 2Q� -DQXDU\����������� WKH�JRYHUQPHQW�RI� WKH�'35.�RͿHUHG� WR� LQFOXGH�
VRXWK�.RUHDQ�RFLDOV�LQ�'35.²8�6��WDONV�DLPHG�DW�UHPRYLQJ�WKH�GDQJHU�RI�
nuclear war. Two years later, on June 23, 1986, the DPRK released a state-
ment solemnly declaring that it would not test, produce, store, or bring in 
nuclear weapons, would not tolerate installation of any foreign military 
bases including bases for nuclear weapons, and would not allow the pas-
sage of foreign nuclear weapons through its territorial land, air and waters. 
+RZHYHU��WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�WXUQHG�D�EOLQG�H\H�WR�WKHVH�HͿRUWV�WR�GHQXFOHDU-
ize the Korean Peninsula and increased its nuclear threat against the DPRK.
� ,Q�WKH�VHFRQG�SKDVH�RI�WKH�HͿRUWV��WKH�JRYHUQPHQW�RI�WKH�'35.�VWUHQJWK-
HQHG�LWV�HͿRUWV�WR�HOLPLQDWH�WKH�QXFOHDU�WKUHDW�WKDW�ZDV�SRVHG�E\�WKH�8�6��E\�
relying on international law. In 1978, the United States, the Soviet Union 
and the UK announced a statement on “negative security assurance,” stat-
ing that they would not use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear states 
that were parties to the NPT. The government of the DPRK acceded to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) in December 1985 in an expectation that this 
would help remove the nuclear threat against the DPRK posed by the U.S.
 When the United States promised to suspend the series of Team Spirit 
joint military exercise for nuclear war, pursuant to relevant provisions of the 
NPT, the DPRK actively cooperated with the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) in six ad hoc inspections carried out from May 1992 to Feb-
ruary 1993. However, the U.S. began to talk about “the suspicion on nuclear 
development” even before the completion of these ad hoc inspections and 
rigged the “Resolution on Special Inspection” that targeted not only nuclear 
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facilities but also DPRK military installations that were of a sensitive nature, 
instigating foul forces within the IAEA. 
 The real nature of the inspections was clearly revealed later in Iraq. The 
U.S. did not hesitate to search even the Iraqi presidential palace under the 
pretext that they were pursuing “inspections” and later fabricated “infor-
mation” about the existence of weapons of mass destruction, only to use 
it as an excuse of war against Iraq. It was proved at a later point that the 
“information” about the weapons of mass destruction in Iraq was com-
pletely false. However, it was too late. Iraq, as a nation, had already been 
ruined and soaked in blood.
 In an attempt to force “a special inspection” within the DPRK, the 
United States openly threatened the DPRK with nuclear weapons, resum-
ing the series of Team Spirit joint military exercises that had been tempo-
rarily suspended. In the long run, even invoking international law could 
not hinder the arbitrary acts of the United States. To make matters worse, it 
made clear that international law had been abused as a tool to justify U.S. 
high-handedness.
 On March 12, 1993, the DPRK declared that, pursuant to Article 10 of the 
NPT, it would withdraw from the treaty in order to safeguard its national 
VRYHUHLJQW\�DQG�VHFXULW\�DQG�GXO\�QRWLÀHG�LWV�GHFLVLRQ�WR�WKH�GHSRVLWRULHV�RI�
the NPT.7 The government of the DPRK took unilateral measures to tempo-
rarily suspend the entry into force of its decision to withdraw from the NPT 
as the United States agreed to hold talks with the DPRK.
 The DPRK–U.S. Agreed Framework was signed on October 21, 1994, in 
the days of the Clinton administration. However, the Bush administration 
that came into power later unilaterally scrapped the Agreed Framework. 
In his State of the Union Address on January 30, 2002, President Bush even 
accused the DPRK of being a part of “an Axis of Evil.” That the country with 
the world’s largest nuclear arsenal disclosed such hostility demonstrated 
that the DPRK was under a serious nuclear threat. In March the same year, 
the U.S. included the DPRK on its list of “Targets for Nuclear Pre-emptive 

7  Article X of the NPT states: “Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty 
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events, related 
to the subject matter of this Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme interests of its coun-
try.” The Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), http://www.un.org/
en/conf/npt/2005/npttreaty.htm (accessed May 24, 2012). 
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Strike.”8 It threatened the security of the DPRK, making calamities of a 
nuclear war loom large over the DPRK.
� %\�WKLV�SRLQW��LW�ZDV�FOHDU�WKDW�DOO�WKH�HͿRUWV�RI�WKH�'35.�KDG�IDLOHG��EH�
it through dialogue or reliance on international law. The unique conditions 
of the Korean Peninsula called for a unique solution. The only choice left for 
the DPRK was to counter the threat of nuclear weapons with nuclear weap-
ons. In short, the extreme nuclear threat posed by the United States forced 
the DPRK to go nuclear.
 On January 10, 2003, the government of the DPRK took a resolute 
VHOI�GHIHQVH�PHDVXUH�E\�OLIWLQJ�WKH�PRUDWRULXP�WKDW�KDG�EHHQ�HͿHFWLYH�IRU�
ten years by deciding to withdraw from the NPT. No longer bound by the 
NPT, the DPRK changed its policy on an utterly legitimate basis by weapon-
izing the entire portion of plutonium extracted from the pilot nuclear power 
station that had been generating electricity. Three years after its withdrawal 
IURP�WKH�137�� WKH�'35.�FRQGXFWHG� LQ�2FWREHU������ LWV�ÀUVW�QXFOHDU� WHVW��
which was followed by the second test in May 2009.
 Therefore, an end was put to the nuclear imbalance in Northeast Asia, 
where the DPRK had been the only country that neither had nuclear weap-
RQV�QRU�ZDV�SURWHFWHG�E\�D�QXFOHDU�XPEUHOOD��7KDQNV�WR�WKH�GHWHUUHQW�HͿHFW�
resulting from its possession of nuclear weapons, the risk of war on the 
.RUHDQ�3HQLQVXOD�ZDV� UHGXFHG� FRQVLGHUDEO\�� 7KLV� LV� WKH� FXUUHQW� HͿRUW� RI�
WKH�'35.�²�WKDW�LV��WKH�HͿRUWV�WR�UHPRYH�WKH�QXFOHDU�WKUHDW�E\�FRXQWHULQJ�
U.S. nuclear weapons with DPRK’s nuclear weapons instead of mere verbal 
appeals.
 It is impossible to bring down the thick wall of mistrust and confronta-
tion that separates the DPRK and the United States in an instant. Instead, 
WKH�ULJKW�RUGHU�LV�WR�EHJLQ�ZLWK�WKH�EXLOGLQJ�RI�FRQÀGHQFH��$�UHVROXWLRQ�RQ�
WKH�QXFOHDU�LVVXH�ZLWKRXW�EXLOGLQJ�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR�QDWLRQV�LV�
impossible. The process of the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula has 
VXͿHUHG�UHSHDWHG�IUXVWUDWLRQ�DQG�IDLOXUH��7R�SODFH�LW�EDFN�RQ�WKH�ULJKW�WUDFN��
the DPRK and the United States – the key parties to the nuclear issue – 
VKRXOG�EXLOG�FRQÀGHQFH�DQG�JLYH�SULRULW\�WR�LW��)XUWKHUPRUH��WKH�EXLOGLQJ�RI�

8  Michael D. Intriligator, “US Nuclear Weapons Policy Under the Bush Administra-
tion,” a presentation to the GRAD Conference on “Regional Cooperation and Global 
Security,” International Business School, Budapest, June 30–July 4, 2004, http://www.
wagingpeace.org/articles/2004/07/00_intriligator_us-policy-bush.htm (accessed May 
28, 2012).
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FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�'35.�DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�LV�RI�SULPH�VLJQLÀFDQFH�
LQ�WKH�HͿRUWV�WR�HQVXUH�SHDFH�DQG�VWDELOLW\�RQ�WKH�.RUHDQ�3HQLQVXOD�DQG�WKH�
region. Historically, the U.S. refused to co-exist peacefully with the DPRK 
and sought to perpetuate the division of the Korean Peninsula by clinging 
to its hostile policy of military confrontation and exacerbating tension, thus 
justifying its military presence on the Korean Peninsula and in the region.
 Division continues on the Korean Peninsula despite the responsible and 
SDWLHQW�HͿRUWV�RI�WKH�'35.�DQG�WKH�GHVLUH�RI�WKH�QDWLRQ�IRU�QDWLRQDO�UHXQL-
ÀFDWLRQ��,W�LV�EHFDXVH�RI�WKH�DQWL�QDWLRQDO�DQG�DQWL�UHXQLÀFDWLRQ�PRYH�RI�WKH�
SUR�8�6��ÁXQNH\LVW�HOHPHQWV� WKDW� OLYH�DV�SDUDVLWHV�RQ� WKH�KRVWLOH� UHODWLRQV�
between the DPRK and the United States that this division of the nation 
continues. Successive south Korean rulers have clung to this policy and 
maintained their existence by supporting the hostile U.S. policy towards the 
DPRK.
 The hostile relations between the DPRK and the United States have 
always been at the root of the inter-Korean confrontation and mounting ten-
sion. However, the end of the Cold War stripped the U.S. of the excuse for 
LWV�PLOLWDU\�SUHVHQFH�LQ�VRXWK�.RUHD�DQG�WKH�UHJLRQ��7KH�8�6��WULHG�WR�ÀQG�D�
way out of the problem by senselessly exaggerating the so-called “threat of 
north Korea.”
 It is an old trick of the United States to capitalize on the “military threat” 
said to be posed by the DPRK in order to justify the U.S. military presence 
DQG�EHHÀQJ�XS�RI� LWV� IRUFHV�RQ�WKH�3HQLQVXOD�DQG�LQ�WKH�UHJLRQ��$�W\SLFDO�
example is the incident concerning the sinking of the south Korean warship 
Cheonan in 2010. The United States not only fabricated the incident but also 
hastened to launch a campaign to put the blame on the DPRK. The U.S. 
capitalized on this incident in order to defer the transfer of wartime opera-
tional command responsibilities to the south Korean military that was due 
to take place in 2015 and to create an agreement to maintain its military 
bases on Okinawa, Japan. At the same time, the U.S. increased its forces in 
south Korea and the region by beating the war drum. Its aspiration was to 
maintain military supremacy in the region.
 In short, the hostile relations between the DPRK and the United States 
abetted inter-Korean confrontation and exacerbated military tension in 
the region. Unless the two countries’ hostile relations are transformed into 
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UHODWLRQV�RI�FRQÀGHQFH��LW�LV�LPSRVVLEOH�WR�HQVXUH�SHDFH�DQG�VWDELOLW\�RQ�WKH�
Korean Peninsula and in the region.



7KH�3ULQFLSOH�DQG�3URFHVV�RI�WKH�&RQÀGHQFH�%XLOGLQJ�
%HWZHHQ�'35.�DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV

The hostile relations between the DPRK and the United States have lasted 
for more than half a century. Twenty years of talks between the two coun-
WULHV� VKRZV� FOHDUO\� WKDW� EXLOGLQJ� FRQÀGHQFH� LV� HDVLHU� VDLG� WKDQ� GRQH�� 7R�
achieve this, both sides should adhere to the principle of “mutual respect 
and equality.” 
 The spirit that runs through the key agreements that were reached in the 
talks during the Clinton administration, followed by the Bush and Obama 
administrations, is the spirit of “mutual respect and equality.” In the DPRK–
U.S. Joint Communique (2000)9 and the DPRK–U.S. Joint Statement (1993)10 
that were concluded and issued during the Clinton administration, both 
sides stated that they shall “respect each other’s sovereignty.”
 In the September 19, Joint Statement 2005,11 issued in the days of the 
Bush administration, the spirit of “mutual respect and equality” can be 
LGHQWLÀHG�DV�EHLQJ�WKH�FRUH�LGHD�
 In the February 29, DPRK–U.S. Agreement 2012,12 the Obama adminis-
WUDWLRQ�VWDWHG��́ 7KH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�UHDUPV�WKDW�LW�GRHV�QRW�KDYH�KRVWLOH�LQWHQW�
toward the DPRK and is prepared to take steps to improve our bilateral rela-
tionship in the spirit of mutual respect for sovereignty and equality.” The 
U.S. violated all these agreements, however. It has engaged in the chronic 
bad practice of breaking promises made by the previous administration. 
The U.S. talks a lot about “mutual respect and equality” but, in fact, regards 
the DPRK with hostility. One example of this is that less than a month after 
WKH�8�6��KDG�UHDUPHG�WKDW� WKH� LW�ZRXOG�UHVSHFW� WKH�'35.·V�VRYHUHLJQW\�

9� �6WDWH�'HSDUWPHQW��´'35.�%ULHÀQJ�%RRN��'35.�86�-RLQW�&RPPXQLTXH�µ�2FWREHU�
���� ������ KWWS���QDXWLOXV�RUJ�SXEOLFDWLRQV�ERRNV�GSUNEE�XVSROLF\�GSUN�EULHÀQJ�
book-dprk-us-joint-communique/ (accessed May 28, 2012).
10  “Resource Material: 1993 DPRK-US Joint Statement,” The People’s Korea, http://
www1.korea-np.co.jp/pk/011th_issue/97100102.htm (accessed May 24, 2012).
11� �0LQLVWU\�RI�)RUHLJQ�$ͿDLUV�RI�WKH�3HRSOH·V�5HSXEOLF�RI�&KLQD��´-RLQW�6WDWHPHQW�RI�
the Fourth Round of the Six-Party Talks,” Beijing, September 19, 2005, http://www.
fmprc.gov.cn/eng/zxxx/t212707.htm (accessed May 24, 2012).
12  U.S. Department of State, “U.S.-DPRK Bilateral Discussions,” February 29, 2012, 
http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2012/02/184869.htm (accessed May 24, 2012).
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and no longer regard it with hostility, the Obama administration claimed 
that the DPRK’s peaceful space launch was a “long-range missile launch” 
and made vicious confrontational moves.
 The United States took the DPRK’s peaceful space launch as a test of a 
long-range missile simply because the U.S. regards every move made by the 
DPRK with hostility. It tries to force the DPRK not to do what many other 
countries are involved in, i.e. launching satellites.
� 7R� EXLOG� FRQÀGHQFH� ZLWKRXW� PXWXDO� UHVSHFW� DQG� HTXDOLW\� LV� PHUHO\�
empty talk. The principle of “simultaneous action” should be observed in 
WKH�HͿRUWV�WR�EXLOG�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�'35.�DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV��,Q�
the past, the two countries concluded a number of agreements with a view 
RI�EXLOGLQJ�PXWXDO�FRQÀGHQFH��KRZHYHU��WKHVH�DJUHHPHQWV�ZHUH�QRW�LPSOH-
mented because the principle of “simultaneous action” was not observed 
properly.
� 7KH�8�6��DOZD\V�WDONV�DERXW�WKH�QHHG�IRU�WKH�EXLOGLQJ�RI�FRQÀGHQFH��EXW�
DOZD\V�PDNHV�WKH�XQUHDVRQDEOH�UHTXHVW�WKDW�WKH�'35.�VKRXOG�PDNH�WKH�ÀUVW�
PRYH��$�JRRG�H[DPSOH�LV�WKH�GHPDQG�´*LYH�XS�QXFOHDU�ZHDSRQV�ÀUVWµ�DQG�
´7DNH�VWHSV� IRU�GHQXFOHDUL]DWLRQ�ÀUVW�µ� WKDW� WKH�8�6��KDV� IUHTXHQWO\�DVNHG�
for. The DPRK and the U.S. have drawn daggers; the two are technically at 
ZDU�DJDLQVW�HDFK�RWKHU��7R�DVN�WKH�RWKHU�SDUW\�WR�PDNH�WKH�ÀUVW�PRYH�ZLOO�
UHLQIRUFH�PLVWUXVW�LQVWHDG�RI�FRQÀGHQFH�
 Ted Carpenter, a senior fellow at the Cato Research Institute (a U.S. insti-
tute), has recently published an article in the China Daily that supported the 
unreality and uselessness of the U.S. policy toward the DPRK. He claimed 
that the Obama administration has created greater risk for negative out-
FRPHV��$�QHZ��UDGLFDOO\�GLͿHUHQW�DSSURDFK�ZDV�QHHGHG�LQVWHDG�RI�FRQWLQX-
ing the futile strategy of isolating north Korea. Washington should adopt 
a comprehensive strategy in order to normalize relation with Pyongyang. 
He also insisted that the most important step would be to change the atmo-
VSKHUH�RI�XQUHOHQWLQJ�KRVWLOLW\�EHWZHHQ�WKH�WZR�FRXQWULHV��DQG�LQ�HͿRUW�WR�
UHGXFH� WHQVLRQV� WKH�2EDPD�DGPLQLVWUDWLRQ�VKRXOG�RͿHU� WR�VLJQ�D�QRQ�DJ-
gression pact with north Korea. U.S. leaders should also propose a peace 
treaty formally ending the armed hostilities on the Korean Peninsula.13 

13   Ted Galen Carpenter, “Time for US to normalize ties with Pyongyang,” China  
Daily, May 11, 2012, http://usa.chinadaily.com.cn/weekly/2012-05/11/content_1526 
5324.htm (accessed May 24, 2012).
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� 7KH�PRVW� LPSRUWDQW�ZD\� WR�EXLOG� FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ� WKH�'35.�DQG�
the United States is to sign a peace treaty to put an end to the war that 
lies at the root of the hostile relations. As long as the parties concerned aim 
JXQV�DW�RQH�DQRWKHU��PLVWUXVW�LV�DQ�XQDYRLGDEOH�FRQVHTXHQFH�DQG�QR�HͿRUW�
WR�EXLOG�FRQÀGHQFH�FDQ�EH�H[SHFWHG��7KH�RQO\�ZD\�WR�DFFHOHUDWH�WKH�EXLOGLQJ�
RI�ODVWLQJ�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�'35.�DQG�WKH�8�6��LV�WR�SXW�DQ�HQG�WR�WKH�
VWDWH�RI�ZDU�EHWZHHQ�WZR�FRXQWULHV��7KLV�FRQÀGHQFH�PXVW�EH�SUHGLFDWHG�RQ�
the principles of “mutual respect and equality” and “simultaneous action.” 
Only then can an enduring peace on the Korean Peninsula be created.



&RQFOXGLQJ�5HPDUNV

The denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula is the goal of the policy that 
has been consistently pursued by the DPRK with the view of contributing 
to peace and security in Northeast Asia and the denuclearization of the 
ZRUOG��,W�ZDV�WKDQNV�WR�WKH�VLQFHUH�HͿRUWV�RI�WKH�'35.�VLQFH�WKH�����V�IRU�
denuclearizing the Peninsula that such important bilateral and multilateral 
agreements such as the DPRK-U.S. Agreed Framework and the September 
19 Joint Statement were adopted.
 Unfortunately, the implementation of these agreements have been 
halted. Subsequently, nuclear deterrents have been a response to an 
increased nuclear threat on the Korean Peninsula. Extreme encroachment 
upon the sovereignty of the DPRK by taking issue with its recent satellite 
launch made necessary a nuclear test as a self-defensive countermeasure. 
The resultant sanctions caused such a vicious cycle of distrust that the Six-
Party Talks collapsed after having witnessed repeated frustrations and fail-
XUHV��7KLV�SURYHV�WKDW�WKH�.RUHDQ�LVVXHV�FDQ�QHYHU�EH�VHWWOHG�ZLWKRXW�FRQÀ-
dence among the parties concerned. Still today the talks remain blocked by 
the barrier of distrust that sanctions against the DPRK constitute. This leads 
to the conclusion that in order to bring back the process for the denuclear-
ization of the Korean Peninsula, it is necessary to pay primary attention to 
EXLOGLQJ�FRQÀGHQFH�EHWZHHQ�WKH�'35.�DQG�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV�²�WKH�SDUWLHV�
that have the main responsibility for the existence of the Korean nuclear 
issue. Practical experience proves that pushing denuclearization in the 
DEVHQFH�RI�FRQÀGHQFH�LV�MXVW�OLNH�EXLOGLQJ�D�KRXVH�ZLWKRXW�D�IRXQGDWLRQ��7KH�
'35.·V�SURSRVDO�IRU�HVWDEOLVKLQJ�D�SHDFH�WUHDW\�ZLOO�DWWHPSW�WR�ÀQDOO\�SXW�
DQ�HQG�WR�WKH�YLFLRXV�F\FOH�RI�GLVWUXVW�DQG�EXLOG�FRQÀGHQFH�WR�SXVK�IRUZDUG�
denuclearization. If the concerned parties are able to agree on such a treaty, 
WKLV�ZLOO�EH�D�NH\�VWDUWLQJ�SRLQW�IRU�FRQÀGHQFH�EXLOGLQJ��
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